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THE DIRICHLET PROBLEM FOR MIXED HESSIAN TYPE

EQUATIONS ON RIEMANNIAN MANIFOLDS

XIAOJUAN CHEN, JUHUA SHI, XIAOCUI WU, AND KANG XIAO

Abstract. In this paper, we derive C2 estimates for a class of mixed Hessian type
equations with Dirichlet boundary condition, and obtain the existence theorem of
admissible solutions for the classical Dirichlet problem of these mixed Hessian type
equations.
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1. Introduction

In this paper, we consider the Dirichlet problem for a class of mixed Hessian type

equations with the following form

(1.1)

{
σk(∇2u+ χ(x, u,∇u)) =

∑k−1
l=0 αl(x)σl(∇2u+ χ(x, u,∇u)), in M,

u = ϕ(x), on ∂M,

on a Riemannian manifold (Mn, g) of dimension n ≥ 3 with smooth boundary ∂M ,

where 3 ≤ k ≤ n, χ(x, u,∇u) is a (0, 2)-tensor on M , ∇u and ∇2u are the gradient

and Hessian of the function u, respectively. Note that σk is a k-Hessian operator

defined by

σk(W ) := σk(λ(W )),

where λ(W ) are the eigenvalues of a (0, 2)-tensor W with respect to the metric g.

Recall that the G̊arding’s cone is defined as

(1.2) Γk = {λ ∈ R
n : σi(λ) > 0, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ k}.

A function u ∈ C2(M) is called admissible if λ(∇2u + χ(x, u,∇u)) ∈ Γk−1 for any

x ∈M . Note that for fixed x ∈M , z ∈ R and p ∈ T ∗
xM ,

χ(x, z, p) : T ∗
xM × T ∗

xM −→ R
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is a symmetric bilinear map. We shall use the notation

χξη(x, ·, ·) := χ(x, ·, ·)(ξ, η), ∀ξ, η ∈ T ∗
xM.

The equation in (1.1) with χ = 0

(1.3) σk(∇2u) =

k−1∑

l=0

αl(x)σl(∇2u), in M

is known to have attracted much research interest and have many applications. Spe-

cially, it is Monge-Ampère equation when k = n and α1 = · · · = αk−1 = 0, k-Hessian

equation when α1 = · · · = αk−1 = 0, and (k, l)-Hessian quotient equation when

α0 = · · · = αl−1 = αl+1 = · · · = αk−1 = 0. The corresponding Dirichlet problem was

studied extensively, see [1, 19, 2, 25, 10, 12, 13] and so on. In fact, the mixed Hessian

equation (1.3) is motivated from the study of many important geometric problems.

For example, special Lagrangian equations introduced by Harvey and Lawson [18]

can be written as the following form,

sin θ

[n/2]∑

k=0

(−1)kσ2k(∇2u) + cos θ

[(n−1)/2]∑

k=0

(−1)kσ2k+1(∇2u) = 0.

Another important example for the equation (1.3) was the following equation

σ1(∇2u) + bσn(∇2u) = C

for some constants b ≥ 0, C > 0, arising from the study of J-equation on toric

manifolds by Collins-Székelyhidi [3], which was raised as a conjecture by Chen [9] in

the study of Mabuchi energy.

As an important example for the applications of the general notion of fully nonlinear

elliptic equations developed in [20], Krylov studied Dirichlet problem of the equation

(1.3) in a (k − 1)-convex domain in R
n with αl > 0(0 ≤ l ≤ k − 1). Recently, Guan-

Zhang [17] observed that the equation (1.3) is equivalent to the following equation

(1.4)
σk
σk−1

(∇2u)−
k−2∑

l=0

αl(x)
σl
σk−1

(∇2u) = αk−1,

and the equation is elliptic and concave in Γk−1. Then they obtained the existence

of (k− 1)-admissible solution for the Dirichlet problem of the equation (1.4) without

sign requirement for αk−1. Later the corresponding in Neumann problem, prescribed

curvature problem, complex manifolds were also discussed in [4, 5, 31, 7, 6, 29, 30, 26].
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The main motivations to our study of the equation (1.1) with the dependence of

χ come from many interesting geometric problems. These include the Christoffel-

Minkowski problem (see [16]) and the Alexandrov problem of prescribed curvature

measure (see [15]), which are associated with the equation (1.1) on S
n for α1 = · · · =

αk−1 = 0 and χ = uI. Moreover, Guan-Zhang [17] studied

σk(∇2u+ uI) =

k−1∑

l=0

αl(x)σl(∇2u+ uI), on S
n,

which arises in the problem of prescribed convex combination of area measures [23].

Another analogue example for the equation (1.1) with the dependence of χ include the

Darboux equation, which appears in isometric embedding (see [14, 22]); the Schouten

tensor equation, which is connected with a natural fully nonlinear version of the

Yamabe problem (see [28]). A natural problem is raised whether we can consider the

Dirichlet problem for the equation (1.1) with the dependence of χ.

In the study of the equation (1.1), a priori C2 estimates are crucial to the existence

and regularity of solutions. Compared with the equation (1.4) in [17], the equation

(1.1) involves a (0, 2)-tensor χ, which is more complicated. Therefore, it is more

difficult to obtain a priori estimates, and suitable constraints on χ should be needed.

Recently, Guan-Jiao [12, 13] considered a fully nonlinear elliptic equation with the

general form

f(λ(∇2u+ A[u])) = ψ(x, u,∇u)
on a Riemannian manifold and derived the estimates under conditions for a (0, 2)

tensor A[u] = A(x, u,∇u) and ψ which are close to optimal. Inspired by the Guan-

Jiao’s work, we introduce the following conditions:

Condition 1.1. For any x ∈M, z ∈ R, p ∈ TxM , ξ ∈ TxM , χ satisfies

χξξ(x, z, p) is concave in p,(1.5)

χξξz ≥ 0.(1.6)

Then the second order estimates for the equation (1.1) are as follows.

Theorem 1.2. Let 3 ≤ k ≤ n, ϕ, αl be smooth functions with αl > 0 for 0 ≤ l ≤ k−2,

u be a smooth admissible solution (i.e. λ(∇2u+ χ(x, u,∇u) ∈ Γk−1) for the equation

(1.1). Assume that the (0, 2)-tensor χ satisfies Condition 1.1 and there exists an
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admissible subsolution u ∈ C2(M) satisfying

(1.7)

{
σk(∇2u+ χ(x, u,∇u)) ≥∑k−1

l=0 αl(x)σl(∇2u+ χ(x, u,∇u)), in M,

u = ϕ(x), on ∂M.

Then there exists C > 0 depending on n, k, l, ‖u‖C1, ‖u‖C2, ‖χij‖C2, ‖αk−1‖C2, ‖αl‖C2

and inf αl with 0 ≤ l ≤ k − 2 such that

max
M

|∇2u| ≤ C.

In particular, in order to obtain the gradient estimates for the equation (1.1), we

restrict our study in case χ = χ(x, p) and add the following conditions:

Condition 1.3. For any x ∈M, p ∈ TxM , ξ, η ∈ TxM , χ satisfies

(1.8)

{
p · ∇xχ

ξξ(x, p) ≤ ψ1(x)|ξ|2(1 + |p|γ1),
|χξη(x, p)|2 ≤ ψ2(x)|ξ||η|(1 + |p|γ2),

with some functions ψ1, ψ2 > 0 and constants γ1, γ2 ∈ (0, 2).

Then we consider the solvability of the Dirichlet problem for the equation (1.1) on

Riemannian manifolds.

Theorem 1.4. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with nonnegative sectional cur-

vature, 3 ≤ k ≤ n, ϕ, αl be smooth functions with αl > 0 for 0 ≤ l ≤ k − 2. Assume

that the (0, 2)-tensor χ satisfies χ = χ(x, p), Condition 1.1, Condition 1.3 and there

exists an admissible subsolution u ∈ C2(M) satisfying (1.7), then there exists an

admissible solution u ∈ C∞(M̄) for the equation (1.1).

Remark 1.5. Following the idea in [12], [13] and [17], we obtain the second order esti-

mates for admissible solutions under Condition 1.1, and establish gradient estimates

under Condition 1.1, Condition 1.3. The sub-solution condition is critical in all steps

of the a priori estimates. We emphasize that, there is no sign requirement for αk−1

in the above theorem.

The organization of the paper is as follows. In Section 2 we start with some

preliminaries. Our proof of the estimates heavily depends on results in Section 3 and

Section 4. C1 estimates are given in Section 3. In Section 4 we derive the global

estimates for the second order derivatives, and finish the proof of Theorem 1.4.
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2. Preliminaries

In this section, we give some basic notations and some basic properties of ele-

mentary symmetric functions, which could be found in [21], and establish some key

lemmas.

2.1. Basic properties of elementary symmetric functions. For λ = (λ1, ..., λn) ∈
R
n, the k-th elementary symmetric function is defined by

σk(λ) =
∑

1≤i1<i2<···<ik≤n
λi1λi2 · · ·λik .

We also set σ0 = 1 and denote σk(λ |i) the k-th symmetric function with λi = 0.

Recall that the G̊arding’s cone is defined as (1.2).

The generalized Newton-MacLaurin inequality is as follows, which will be used all

the time.

Proposition 2.1. For λ ∈ Γm and m > l ≥ 0, r > s ≥ 0, m ≥ r, l ≥ s, we have
[
σm(λ)/C

m
n

σl(λ)/C l
n

] 1

m−l

≤
[
σr(λ)/C

r
n

σs(λ)/Cs
n

] 1

r−s

.

Proof. See [24]. �

2.2. Basic notations and some key lemmas. In this paper, ∇ denotes the Levi-

Civita connection on (M, g) and the curvature tensor is defined by

R(X, Y )Z = −∇X∇YZ +∇Y∇XZ +∇[X,Y ]Z.

Let {e1, e2, · · · , en} be local frames on M and denote gij = g(ei, ej), {gij} = {gij}−1,

while the Christoffel symbols Γkij and curvature coefficients are given respectively by

∇eiej = Γkijek and

Rijkl = g(R(ek, el)ej , ei), Ri
jkl = gimRmjkl.

We shall write ∇i = ∇ei, ∇ij = ∇i∇j − Γkij∇k, etc. For a differentiable function u

defined on M , we usually identify ∇u with its gradient, and use ∇2u to denote its

Hessian which is locally given by∇iju = ∇i(∇ju)−Γkij∇ku. We note that∇iju = ∇jiu

and

(2.1) ∇ijku−∇jiku = Rl
kij∇lu,

(2.2) ∇ij(∇ku) = ∇ijku+ Γlik∇jlu+ Γljk∇ilu+∇∇ijeku,
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(2.3) ∇ijklu−∇ikjlu = Rm
ljk∇imu+∇iR

m
ljk∇mu,

(2.4) ∇ijklu−∇jiklu = Rm
kij∇mlu+Rm

lij∇kmu.

From (2.3) and (2.4), we obtain

∇ijklu−∇kliju = Rm
ljk∇imu+∇iR

m
ljk∇mu+Rm

lik∇jmu

+Rm
jik∇lmu+Rm

jil∇kmu+∇kR
m
jil∇mu.(2.5)

For convenience, we introduce the following notations

U := ∇2u+ χ(x, u,∇u), Uij := ∇iju+ χij(x, u,∇u),

U := ∇2u+ χ(x, u,∇u), U ij := ∇iju+ χij(x, u,∇u),

Gk(U) :=
σk(U)

σk−1(U)
, Gl(U) := − σl(U)

σk−1(U)
, 0 ≤ l ≤ k − 2,

G(U) := Gk(U) +

k−2∑

l=0

αl(x)Gl(U),

Gij :=
∂G

∂Uij
, Gij,rs :=

∂2G

∂Uij∂Urs
, χijps :=

∂χij

∂(∇su)
, 1 ≤ i, j, r, s ≤ n,

and

(2.6) L := Gij∇ij +Gijχijps∇s.

Let u ∈ C∞(M) be an admissible solution of the equation (1.1). Under orthonormal

local frames {e1, · · · , en}, then the equation (1.1) can be rewritten as the following

form: {
G(U) := f(λ[U ]) = αk−1(x), in M,

u(x) = ϕ(x), on ∂M.
(2.7)

For simplicity, we shall still write equation (1.1) in the form (2.7) even if {e1, · · · , en}
are not necessarily orthonormal, although more precisely it should be

G([γikUklγ
lj ]) = αk−1(x),

where γij is the square root of gij : γikγkj = gij. Whenever we differentiate the

equation, it will make no difference as long as we use covariant derivatives. Under a

local frame {e1, · · · , en}, we have

(2.8) ∇kUij = ∇kiju+∇kχ
ij(x, u,∇u) + χijz (x, u,∇u)∇ku+ χijpl(x, u,∇u)∇klu.
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In the establishment of the a priori estimates, the following lemma will play an

important role. For more details, see [17].

Lemma 2.2. If U ∈ C2(M) with λ(U) ∈ Γk−1 and αl(x) > 0 with 0 ≤ l ≤ k − 2,

then the operator G(U) is elliptic and concave. Moreover

n∑

i=1

Gii ≥ n− k + 1

k
+

k−2∑

l=0

(n− k + 2)(k − l − 1)

k − 1
αl(x)

σlσk−2

σ2
k−1

≥ n− k + 1

k
.(2.9)

Proof. See [8]. �

3. a priori estimates

3.1. C1 estimates. In order to estimate the gradient of (1.1), we use a method

similar to Theorem 4.2 in [13], but there is no sign requirement for the right hand

function αk−1(x).

Theorem 3.1. Let (M, g) be a Riemannian manifold with nonnegative sectional cur-

vature, 3 ≤ k ≤ n, ϕ, αl be smooth functions with αl > 0 for 0 ≤ l ≤ k − 2. Assume

that the (0, 2)-tensor χ = χ(x, p) satisfies Condition 1.1 and Condition 1.3, there

exists an admissible subsolution u ∈ C2(M) satisfying (1.7). Let u ∈ C∞(M) be an

admissible solution for the equation (1.1), then

max
M

|∇u| ≤ C

for a constant C depending on n, k, l, ‖u‖C0, ‖u‖C2, ‖αk−1‖C1, ‖αl‖C1 and inf αl with

0 ≤ l ≤ k − 2.

Proof. As in [13], in order to derive the C0 estimates and C1 estimates, we need to

restrict χ = χ(x, p). Since χ and αk−1 are assumed to be independent of u, by the

comparison principle, it is easy to obtain

max
M̄

|u|+max
∂M

|∇u| ≤ C.

Hence, we only need to establish the interior gradient estimates. Let ω = |∇u|,
ψ = (u− u) + supM(u− u) + 1. Assume that ωψ−δ achieves a positive maximum at

an interior point x0 ∈ M where δ ∈ (0, 1
2
) is a constant. We may choose the local

orthonormal frame {e1, e2, · · · , en} about x0 such that ∇eiej = 0 at x0 and {Uij(x0)}
is diagonal.
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Thus the function log ω− δ logψ attains its maximum at x0 for i = 1, · · · , n, hence
at x0,

(3.1)
∇iω

ω
− δ∇iψ

ψ
= 0,

(3.2)
∇iiω

ω
+

(δ − δ2)|∇iψ|2
ψ2

− δ∇iiψ

ψ
≤ 0.

Since (M, g) has nonnegative sectional curvature, in orthonormal local frame,

Rk
iil∇ku∇lu ≥ 0.

Recall that ∇iju = ∇jiu and ∇ijku−∇jiku = Rl
kij∇lu. Then

ω∇iiω =
∑

s

∇su∇iisu+
∑

s

∇isu∇isu−∇iω∇iω

=
∑

s

(∇siiu+Rk
iis∇ku)∇su+

∑

s

(Uis − χis)2 − (∇iω)
2

≥
∑

s

∇su∇sUii −
∑

s

∇su∇sχ
ii −

∑

s

∇suχ
ii
pk
∇sku

+
1

2
U2
ii −

∑

s

(χis)2 − (∇iω)
2.(3.3)

Then by (2.6), (3.1)-(3.3) and condition (1.8), we get at x0,

0 ≥ Gii∇su∇sUii
ω2

− Gii∇su∇sχ
ii

ω2
−
Gii∇suχ

ii
pk
∇sku

ω2

+
(δ − 2δ2)Gii|∇iψ|2

ψ2
− δGii∇iiψ

ψ
+

1

2ω2
GiiU2

ii −
1

ω2

∑

s

Gii(χis)2

≥ Gii∇su∇sUii
|∇u|2 +

δ

ψ
L(u− u) + CGii|∇iψ|2 +

1

2|∇u|2G
iiU2

ii

−C(|∇u|−2 + |∇u|γ1−2 + |∇u|γ2−2)
∑

i

Gii.(3.4)

Next we need to deal with the term ∇su
|∇u|2G

ii∇sUii, and we can divide into two cases:
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Case 1 : If there is a positive constant N such that σl
σk−1

≤ N, l = 0, · · · , k − 2,

then for some positive constant C0,

C0

∑

i

Gii +
∇su

|∇u|2G
ii∇sUii = C0

∑

i

Gii +
∇su

|∇u|2

(
∇sαk−1 −

k−2∑

l=0

∇sαlGl

)

≥ C0(n− k + 1)

k
− C

|∇u|

k−2∑

l=0

σl
σk−1

− C

|∇u|

≥ C0(n− k + 1)

k
− C(N + 1)

|∇u| ≥ 0,

by choosing |∇u| large enough.

Case 2 : If σl
σk−1

> N , then

σk−2

σk−1
≥
(

σl
σk−1

) 1

k−1−l

≥ N
1

k−1−l .

Hence by (2.9), for some positive constant C0,

C0

∑

i

Gii +
∇su

|∇u|2G
ii∇sUii

≥ C0(n− k + 1)

k
+

k−2∑

l=0

C0C(n, k, l)αl(x)
σlσk−2

σ2
k−1

+
∇su

|∇u|2

(
∇sαk−1 −

k−2∑

l=0

∇sαlGl

)

≥
k−2∑

l=0

(
C0C(n, k, l) inf αl(x)N

1

k−1−l − C

|∇u|

)
σl
σk−1

+
C0(n− k + 1)

k
− C

|∇u| ≥ 0,

by choosing |∇u| large enough.

So ∇su
|∇u|2G

ii∇sUii ≥ −C0

∑
iG

ii. Let λ = λ(U), µ = λ(U) be the eigenvalues of U

and U respectively, and β ∈ (0, 1
2
√
n
) be a uniform constant such that

νµ − 2β1 ∈ Γn, ∀x ∈M,

where νλ :=
Df(λ)
|Df(λ)| is the unit normal vector to the level hypersurface ∂Γf(λ) for λ ∈ Γ

and 1 = (1, · · · , 1) ∈ R
n, Γ is a symmetric open and convex cone in R

n with Γn ⊂ Γ.

First, we consider the case |νµ − νλ| ≥ β, by Lemma 2.1 in [13], we have for some

uniform constant ε > 0,

Gii(U ii − Uii) ≥ G(U)−G(U) + ε(1 +
∑

i

Gii).
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By condition (1.5), we get

χiipk∇k(u− u) ≥ χii(x,∇u)− χii(x,∇u),

then

L(u− u) = Gij∇ij(u− u) +Gijχijps∇s(u− u)

≥ Gii(U ii − Uii) ≥ ε(1 +
∑

i

Gii).

Hence by (3.4) and choosing C0 ≤ infM
εδ
2ψ
, |∇u| large enough, we derive

0 ≥ εδ

ψ

∑

i

Gii +
εδ

ψ
−
(
C0 + C(|∇u|−2 + |∇u|γ1−2 + |∇u|γ2−2)

)∑

i

Gii

≥
(
εδ

2ψ
− C(|∇u|−2 + |∇u|γ1−2 + |∇u|γ2−2)

)∑

i

Gii

≥
(
C0 − C(|∇u|−2 + |∇u|γ1−2 + |∇u|γ2−2)

)∑

i

Gii,

which implies |∇u(x0)| ≤ C.

Next we consider the case |νµ−νλ| < β, then we haveGii ≥ β√
n

∑
k G

kk for 1 ≤ i ≤ n

and L(u− u) ≥ 0. Hence by (3.4) and choosing |∇u| large enough, we have

C|∇u|4
∑

i

Gii ≤
(
C0|∇u|2 + C(1 + |∇u|γ1 + |∇u|γ2)

)∑

i

Gii.

Hence we derive |∇u(x0)| ≤ C and the proof is completed. �

3.2. Interior C2 estimates. In this section, we derive the following interior C2

estimates. The treatment of this section follows from [13].

Theorem 3.2. Let u ∈ C4(M) ∩ C2(M) be an admissible solution of the equation

(1.1), ϕ ∈ C∞(M), suppose Condition 1.1 holds and there exists an admissible sub-

solution u ∈ C2(M) satisfying (1.7), then

max
M

|∇2u| ≤ C(1 + max
∂M

|∇2u|),

where C is a constant depending on n, k, l, ‖u‖C1, ‖u‖C2, ‖χij‖C2, ‖αk−1‖C2, ‖αl‖C2

and inf αl with 0 ≤ l ≤ k − 2.

Proof. Consider the auxiliary function

W (x) = max
ξ∈TxM,|ξ|=1

(∇ξξu+ χξξ(x, u,∇u))eφ,



MIXED HESSIAN EQUATIONS 11

where φ = a
2
|∇u|2 + b(u − u) and a ∈ (0, 1), b are constants to be determined later.

Assume that W (x) attains its maximum at an interior point x0 ∈ M , otherwise we

are done. Choose a smooth orthonormal local frame {e1, e2, · · · , en} about x0 such

that ∇eiej = 0 and Uij = ∇iju+ χij(x, u,∇u) is diagonal. Suppose

U11(x0) ≥ · · · ≥ Unn(x0),

so W (x0) = U11(x0)e
φ(x0). We define a new function W̃ = logU11 + φ. Then at x0,

(3.5) 0 = W̃i =
∇iU11

U11
+∇iφ,

(3.6) 0 ≥ W̃ii =
U11∇iiU11 − (∇iU11)

2

U2
11

+∇iiφ.

By (2.1) and (2.5),

(∇iU11)
2 ≤ (∇1U1i)

2 + CU2
11,

(3.7) ∇iiU11 ≥ ∇11Uii −∇11χ
ii +∇iiχ

11 − CU11.

Differentiating the equation (1.1) twice, then we get

(3.8) Gij∇1Uij +

k−2∑

l=0

∇1αlGl = ∇1αk−1,

and

Gii∇11Uii +Gij,rs
k ∇1Uij∇1Urs +

k−2∑

l=0

∇11αlGl

+2

k−2∑

l=0

∇1αlG
ij
l ∇1Uij +

k−2∑

l=0

αlG
ij,rs
l ∇1Uij∇1Urs = ∇11αk−1.(3.9)

By (3.5) and (3.8),

Gii(∇iiχ
11 −∇11χ

ii) ≥ U11G
iiχiips∇sφ− CU11

∑

i

Gii − C
∑

i≥2

GiiU2
ii

−
k−2∑

l=0

χ11
ps∇sαlGl − U2

11

∑

i≥2

Giiχiip1p1.(3.10)
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Therefore combined with (3.6), (3.7), (3.9), (3.10) and the definition of L,

0 ≥ Gii∇iiφ+
1

U11
Gii∇iiU11 −

1

U2
11

Gii(∇iU11)
2

≥ Lφ+
1

U11
Gii∇11Uii − C

∑

i

Gii − C

U11

∑

i≥2

GiiU2
ii

− 1

U11

k−2∑

l=0

χ11
ps∇sαlGl − U11

∑

i≥2

Giiχiip1p1 −
1

U2
11

Gii(∇iU11)
2

= Lφ− 1

U11

k−2∑

l=0

χ11
ps∇sαlGl − C

∑

i

Gii − C

U11

∑

i≥2

GiiU2
ii

+
1

U11

[∇11αk−1 −Gij,rs
k ∇1Uij∇1Urs −

k−2∑

l=0

∇11αlGl − 2
k−2∑

l=0

∇1αlG
ij
l ∇1Uij

−
k−2∑

l=0

αlG
ij,rs
l ∇1Uij∇1Urs]− U11

∑

i≥2

Giiχiip1p1 −
1

U2
11

Gii(∇iU11)
2.(3.11)

Since (− 1
Gl
)

1

k−1−l is a concave operator for l = 0, · · · , k − 2, we obtain

(3.12)

− 1

2

k−2∑

l=0

αlG
ij,rs
l ∇1Uij∇1Urs − 2

k−2∑

l=0

∇1αlG
ii
l ∇1Uii

≥−
k−2∑

l=0

αl
2
(1 +

1

k − 1− l
)G−1

l Gij
l G

rs
l ∇1Uij∇1Urs − 2

k−2∑

l=0

∇1αlG
ii
l ∇1Uii

=−
k−2∑

l=0

k − l

2(k − 1− l)
αlG

−1
l [Gij

l ∇1Uij +
2(k − l − 1)∇1αl

(k − l)αl
Gl]

2 +
k−2∑

l=0

2(k − l − 1)

k − l

(∇1αl)
2

αl
Gl

≥
k−2∑

l=0

2(k − l − 1)

k − l

(∇1αl)
2

αl
Gl.
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Hence by (1.5), (3.11) and (3.12),

Lφ ≤ C

U11

∑

i

GiiU2
ii + C

∑

i

Gii +
C

U11
+

1

U11

k−2∑

l=0

χ11
ps∇sαlGl

+
1

U2
11

Gii(∇iU11)
2 − 1

U11
[

k−2∑

l=0

2(k − l − 1)

k − l

(∇1αl)
2

αl
Gl −

k−2∑

l=0

∇11αlGl

−Gij,rs
k ∇1Uij∇1Urs −

1

2

k−2∑

l=0

αlG
ij,rs
l ∇1Uij∇1Urs].(3.13)

In order to estimate the third derivative term, we follow the idea of [27]. Let J = {i :
3Uii ≤ −U11}, as the estimates in [11] and [13], we have

1

U11

Gij,rs
k ∇1Uij∇1Urs+

Gii
k (∇iU11)

2

U2
11

≤ 1

U2
11

∑

i∈J
Gii
k (∇iU11)

2+
1

U2
11

∑

i/∈J
G11
k (∇iU11)

2+C
∑

i/∈J
Gii
k ,

and similarly

αl
2U11

Gij,rs
l ∇1Uij∇1Urs+

αlG
ii
l (∇iU11)

2

U2
11

≤ αl
U2
11

∑

i∈J
Gii
l (∇iU11)

2+
αl
U2
11

∑

i/∈J
G11
l (∇iU11)

2+Cαl
∑

i/∈J
Gii
l .

Then combined with (3.5), we get

Gii(∇iU11)
2

U2
11

+
1

U11
Gij,rs
k ∇1Uij∇1Urs +

1

2U11

k−2∑

l=0

αlG
ij,rs
l ∇1Uij∇1Urs

≤ 1

U2
11

∑

i∈J
Gii(∇iU11)

2 +
1

U2
11

∑

i/∈J
G11(∇iU11)

2 + C
∑

i/∈J
Gii

≤
∑

i∈J
Gii∇iφ

2 +G11|∇φ|2 + C
∑

i/∈J
Gii

≤ Cb2
∑

i∈J
Gii + Ca2

∑

i

GiiU2
ii + C

∑

i

Gii + CG11(a2U2
11 + b2).(3.14)

Recall that φ = a
2
|∇u|2 + b(u− u), then

Lφ = Gij∇ijφ+Gijχijps∇sφ

≥ a

2
GiiU2

ii − Ca
∑

i

Gii + aGii∇su∇siiu+ bGii∇ii(u− u)

+aGij∇psχ
ij∇suUss − aGii∇suχ

si + bGij∇psχ
ij∇s(u− u)

≥ bL(u− u) +
a

2
GiiU2

ii − (Ca+ C)
∑

i

Gii − C − a∇su

k−2∑

l=0

∇sαlGl.(3.15)
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By (3.13)-(3.15), we obtain

bL(u− u) ≤ (
C

U11
+ Ca2 − a

2
)
∑

i

GiiU2
ii + Cb2

∑

i∈J
Gii

+CG11(a2U2
11 + b2) + (Ca+ C)

∑

i

Gii + C

+
C

U11

+
1

U11

k−2∑

l=0

χ11
ps∇sαlGl + a∇su

k−2∑

l=0

∇sαlGl

− 1

U11
[

k−2∑

l=0

2(k − l − 1)

k − l

(∇1αl)
2

αl
Gl −

k−2∑

l=0

∇11αlGl].(3.16)

Then we will study the term

C

U11

+
1

U11

k−2∑

l=0

χ11
ps∇sαlGl+a∇su

k−2∑

l=0

∇sαlGl−
1

U11

[
k−2∑

l=0

2(k − l − 1)

k − l

(∇1αl)
2

αl
Gl−

k−2∑

l=0

∇11αlGl].

When σl
σk−1

≤ N , l = 0, · · · , k − 2,

∑

i

Gii +
1

U11
[

k−2∑

l=0

2(k − l − 1)

k − l

(∇1αl)
2

αl
Gl −

k−2∑

l=0

∇11αlGl]

− 1

U11

k−2∑

l=0

χ11
ps∇sαlGl −

C

U11

− a∇su
k−2∑

l=0

∇sαlGl

≥ n− k + 1

k
−
(

1

U11 inf αl
+ a

)
CN ≥ 0,(3.17)

by choosing U11 large enough and a small enough.
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When σl
σk−1

> N , combined with (2.9), we have

∑

i

Gii +
1

U11

[
k−2∑

l=0

2(k − l − 1)

k − l

(∇1αl)
2

αl
Gl −

k−2∑

l=0

∇11αlGl](3.18)

− 1

U11

k−2∑

l=0

χ11
ps∇sαlGl −

C

U11
− a∇su

k−2∑

l=0

∇sαlGl

≥ n− k + 1

k
+

1

U11

[
k−2∑

l=0

2(k − l − 1)

k − l

(∇1αl)
2

αl
Gl −

k−2∑

l=0

∇11αlGl]

+

k−2∑

l=0

C(n, k, l)αl(x)
σlσk−2

σ2
k−1

− 1

U11

k−2∑

l=0

χ11
ps∇sαlGl −

C

U11
− a∇su

k−2∑

l=0

∇sαlGl

≥
k−2∑

l=0

[C(n, k, l) inf αl(x)N
1

k−1−l − (
1

U11 inf αl
+ a)C]

σl
σk−1

+
n− k + 1

k
− C

U11

≥ 0,

by choosing U11 large enough and a small enough.

Inserting (3.17) and (3.18) into (3.16), then

bL(u− u) ≤ (
C

U11
+ Ca2 − a

2
)
∑

i

GiiU2
ii + Cb2

∑

i∈J
Gii

+CG11(a2U2
11 + b2) + (Ca+ C + 1)

∑

i

Gii + C.(3.19)

In order to deal with (3.19), we can also consider the two cases: |νµ − νλ| ≥ β and

|νµ − νλ| < β.

When |νµ − νλ| ≥ β, by Condition 1.1, we have

χiipk∇k(u− u) ≥ χii(x, u,∇u)− χii(x, u,∇u)
≥ χii(x, u,∇u)− χii(x, u,∇u),

then

L(u− u) ≥ Gii(U ii − Uii) ≥ ε(1 +
∑

i

Gii).

By (3.19), when b large enough, we can obtain
(
C

U11
+ Ca2 − a

2

)∑

i

GiiU2
ii + Cb2

∑

i∈J
Gii + CG11(a2U2

11 + b2) ≥ 0,

which implies U11(x0) ≤ C. Otherwise the first term will be negative when a small

enough, and |Uii| ≥ 1
3
U11 for i ∈ J .
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When |νµ − νλ| < β, then νλ − β1 ∈ Γn and therefore

Gii ≥ β√
n

∑

k

Gkk, ∀ 1 ≤ i ≤ n.

By (1.5)-(1.7) and concavity of the operator G, we get L(u− u) ≥ 0. Denote |λ|2 =∑
i λ

2
i =

∑
i U

2
ii, by (3.19) we derive

(3.20)
β√
n
|λ|2

∑

i

Gii ≤
∑

i

GiiU2
ii ≤ C(1 +

∑

i

Gii),

by choosing U11 large enough and a small enough.

Combined with (2.9) and (3.20), we have

β√
n
|λ|2

∑

i

Gii ≤ C(n+ 1)

n− k + 1

∑

i

Gii,

which implies |λ| ≤ C and the proof is completed. �

3.3. Second order derivatives boundary estimates. For any fixed x0 ∈ ∂M , we

can choose smooth orthonormal local frames e1, · · · , en around x0 such that when

restricted on ∂M , en is normal to ∂M . For x ∈ M , let ρ(x) and d(x) denote the

distances from x to x0 and ∂M respectively, and set Mδ = {x ∈ M : ρ(x) < δ}. We

may assume ρ and d are smooth in Mδ by taking δ small. Then we get the following

important lemma, which plays a key role in our boundary estimates.

Lemma 3.3. Let v = u− u+ td− N
2
d2, L is defined as in (2.6), then for a positive

constant ǫ, there exist some uniform positive constants t, δ sufficiently small and N

sufficiently large such that

(3.21)

{
Lv ≤ −ǫ(1 +

∑n
i=1G

ii), in Mδ,

v ≥ 0, on ∂Mδ.

Proof. The proof is similar to lemma 4.3 in [17]. Although the operator L is more

complex than Gij , it will make no difference since the extra term can be controlled.

We can also consider |νµ − νλ| ≥ β and |νµ − νλ| < β the two cases to derive (3.21)

by choosing N large enough and t, δ small enough.

�

Proof of Theorem 1.2. By Theorem 3.2, we only need to derive boundary esti-

mates.

Case 1 : Estimates of ∇αβu, α, β = 1, · · · , n− 1 on ∂M .
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Since u− u = 0 on ∂M , therefore,

∇αβ(u− u) = −∇n(u− u)Bαβ , on ∂M,

where Bαβ = 〈∇αeβ, en〉 denotes the second fundamental form of ∂M . Therefore,

|∇αβu| ≤ C, on ∂M.(3.22)

Case 2 : Estimates of ∇αnu, α = 1, · · · , n− 1 on ∂M .

Consider the following barrier function

(3.23) Ψ = A1v + A2ρ
2 −A3

∑

β<n

|∇β(u− ϕ)|2.

Combined with lemma 3.3, we claim that

(3.24)

{
L(Ψ±∇α(u− ϕ)) ≤ 0, in Mδ,

Ψ±∇α(u− ϕ) ≥ 0, on ∂Mδ,

for suitable chosen positive constants A1, A2, A3 and L, v are defined in lemma 3.3.

By (2.2), (2.8) and (3.8), we get

Gij∇ij(∇β(u− ϕ)) ≤ −
k−2∑

l=0

∇βαlGl + C
∑

i

Gii|λi|+ C
∑

i

Gii + C

≤ C

k−2∑

l=0

σl
σk−1

+ C(1 +
∑

i

Gii +
∑

i

Gii|λi|),

where λ = (λ1, · · · , λn) are the eigenvalues of {Uij}. Since
∑

i

Gii|λi| ≥
∑

i

[
∇ii

(
σk
σk−1

)
Uii −

k−2∑

l=0

αl∇ii

(
σl
σk−1

)
Uii

]

≥ αk−1 + ε0

k−2∑

l=0

σl
σk−1

,

where ε0 is a positive constant depending on inf αl for 0 ≤ l ≤ k − 2. We obtain

Gij∇ij(∇β(u− ϕ)) ≤ C(1 +
∑

i

Gii +
∑

i

Gii|λi|), in Mδ.

Then the key is to derive

LΨ ≤ −K(1 +
∑

i

Gii +
∑

i

Gii|λi|), in Mδ

for any positive constant K and it is same as lemma 5.2 in [12]. We can choose

A1 ≫ A2 ≫ A3 ≫ 1 to get (3.24), more details see [12] and [13].
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By the maximum principle, we have

Ψ±∇α(u− ϕ) ≥ 0, in Mδ,

and therefore

(3.25) |∇nαu| ≤ ∇nΨ+ |∇nαϕ| ≤ C, on ∂M.

Case 3 : Estimates of ∇nnu on ∂M .

We only need to show the uniform upper bound

∇nnu(x) ≤ C, ∀ x ∈ ∂M,

since Γk−1 ⊂ Γ1 and the lower bound for ∇nnu follows from the estimates of ∇αβu

and ∇αnu.

According to the main idea in [11], which was originally due to Trudinger [25], we

will show that there are uniform constants c0, R0 such that (λ′(Uαβ(x)), R) ∈ Γk−1

and

G(λ′(Uαβ(x)), R) ≥ αk−1(x) + c0,(3.26)

for all R > R0 and x ∈ ∂M . Here λ′(Uαβ) = (λ′1, . . . , λ
′
n−1) denotes the eigenvalues

of the (n− 1)× (n− 1) matrix {Uαβ}(1 ≤ α, β ≤ n− 1). Suppose that we have found

such c0 and R0, by Lemma 1.2 in [2], it follows from estimates (3.22) and (3.25) that

we can find R1 ≥ R0 such that, if Unn(x) > R1, then

G(U(x)) ≥ G(λ′(Uαβ(x)), Unn(x))−
c0
2

≥ αk−1(x) +
c0
2
,

which contradicts to G(U(x)) = αk−1(x). Thus Unn(x) ≤ R1.

In order to obtain the claim (3.26), we only need to show that

m̃ := min
x∈∂M

(
lim

R→+∞
G(λ′(Uαβ(x)), R)− αk−1(x)

)
≥ c0.

Define

c̃ = min
x∈∂M

(
lim

R→+∞
G(λ′(Uαβ(x)), R)−G(U(x))

)
> 0,

and

F̃ [rαβ ] = lim
R→+∞

G(λ′([rαβ ]), R),

for a symmetric (n− 1)× (n− 1) matrix [rαβ ] with (λ′([rαβ]), R) ∈ Γk−1.
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Suppose that m̃ is achieved at a point x0 ∈ ∂M . Choose a local orthonormal frame

around x0 such that Uαβ(x0)(1 ≤ α, β ≤ n− 1) is diagonal, en is normal to ∂M and

assume ∇nnu(x0) ≥ ∇nnu(x0). Using the concavity, we know that

F̃ αβ
0 (Uαβ(x)−Uαβ(x0)) ≥ F̃ [Uαβ(x)]−F̃ [Uαβ(x0)]−

k−2∑

l=0

(αk−1(x)−αk−1(x0))
σl−1

σk−2

(Uαβ(x)),

where F̃ αβ
0 = ∂F̃

∂rαβ
(Uαβ(x0)). In particular, this implies,

F̃ αβ
0 Uαβ(x)− αk−1(x)− F̃ αβ

0 Uαβ(x0) + αk−1(x0) ≥ −Cdist(x, x0), on ∂M,

(3.27)

for a constant C depending on ‖αl‖C1 and ‖Uαβ‖L∞ . Hence

Uαβ = Uαβ −∇n(u− u)Bαβ + χαβ[u]− χαβ[u], on ∂M,(3.28)

where χ[u] := χ(x, u,∇u) and χ[u] := χ(x, u,∇u). Without loss of generality, we

assume m̃ < c̃/2. By (3.28), we have at x0,

∇n(u− u)(x0)F̃
αβ
0 Bαβ(x0) ≥

c̃

2
+H [u(x0)]−H [u(x0)],(3.29)

where H [u] = F̃ αβ
0 χαβ [u]− αk−1(x). Define

Φ = −η∇n(u− u) +H [u] +Q,

with η = F̃ αβ
0 Bαβ(x) and

Q = F̃ αβ
0 uαβ(x)− F̃ αβ

0 Uαβ(x0) + αk−1(x0) + Cdist(x, x0).

From (3.27) and (3.28) we see that Φ(x0) = 0 and Φ ≥ 0 on ∂M near x0.

Note that

|L∇k(u− u)| ≤ C(1 +
∑

i

Gii +
∑

i

Gii|λi|),

and by (1.5), we have

LH ≤ Hz[u]Lu+Hpk [u]L∇ku+GijHpkpl[u]∇kiu∇lju+ C(1 +
∑

i

Gii +
∑

i

Gii|λi|)

≤ C(1 +
∑

i

Gii +
∑

i

Gii|λi|).

Therefore,

LΦ ≤ C(1 +
∑

i

Gii +
∑

i

Gii|λi|).
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Consider the function Ψ defined in (3.23), then for A1 ≫ A2 ≫ A3 ≫ 1
{
L(Ψ + Φ) ≤ 0, in Mδ,

Ψ+ Φ ≥ 0, on ∂Mδ.

By the maximum principle, Ψ + Φ ≥ 0 in Mδ. Thus

∇nΦ(x0) ≥ −∇nΨ(x0) ≥ −C.
Let ut = tu+ (1− t)u, then we have

H [u]−H [u] = (u− u)

∫ 1

0

Hz[u
t]dt+

∑

k

∇k(u− u)

∫ 1

0

Hpk [u
t]dt.

Therefore,

H [u](x0)−H [u](x0) = ∇n(u− u)(x0)

∫ 1

0

Hpn[u
t](x0)dt,(3.30)

and

∇nH [u](x0) ≤ ∇nn(u− u)(x0)

∫ 1

0

Hpn[u
t](x0)dt+ C,

since Hpnpn ≤ 0, ∇nn(u− u)(x0) ≥ 0 and ∇n(u− u)(x0) ≥ 0. It follows that

∇nΦ(x0) ≤ −η(x0)∇nn(u− u)(x0) +∇nH [u](x0) + C

≤
(
−η(x0) +

∫ 1

0

Hpn[u
t](x0)dt

)
∇nnu(x0) + C.

By (3.29) and (3.30),

η(x0)−
∫ 1

0

Hpn[u
t](x0)dt ≥

c̃

2∇n(u− u)(x0)
≥ ǫ1c̃ > 0

for some uniform constant ǫ1 > 0. This gives

∇nnu(x0) ≤
C

ǫ1c̃
.

Combined with (3.22) and (3.25) we know all eigenvalues of U(x0) have a priori bound,

which implies that eigenvalues of U(x0) are contained in Γk−1 ∩Mδ. On the other

hand, if the eigenvalues can not touch ∂Γk−1, then for R > 0 large enough,

m̃ = G(λ′(Uαβ(x0)), R)− αk−1(x0) > 0.

So we need to show that λ(U(x0)) can not touch ∂Γk−1. Recall our equation

G(U) =
σk(U)

σk−1(U)
−

k−2∑

l=0

αl(x)
σl(U)

σk−1(U)
= αk−1(x).
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For λ ∈ Γk−1, we have σk(λ)σk−2(λ) ≤ c(n, k)σ2
k−1(λ), which implies

σk(λ)

σk−1(λ)
≤ c(n, k)

σk−1(λ)

σk−2(λ)
≤ c̃(n, k)

σk−1(λ)

σ
k−2

k−1

k−1 (λ)
= c̃(n, k)σ

1

k−1

k−1 (λ).

Then,

(3.31)
σk(λ)

σk−1(λ)
≤ 0, as λ→ ∂Γk−1.

By the non-degeneracy assumption (αl(x0) > 0, 0 ≤ l ≤ k− 2), if λ(U(x0)) → ∂Γk−1,

G(U(x0)) → −∞. This contradicts with the condition that αk−1 ∈ C2(M). �

4. The Dirichlet problem

We now turn to the existence of solutions for the Dirichlet problem (1.1). We

consider the special case χ = χ(x, p).

Proof of Theorem 1.4. By Theorem 3.1 and 3.2, we obtain

(4.1) ‖u‖C2(M ) ≤ C.

From (3.31), we see that the equation (1.1) becomes uniformly elliptic for admissible

solutions satisfying (4.1). Applying Evans-Krylov theorem and Schauder theory, we

can obtain the C2,α and higher order estimates for the admissible solutions of the

equation (1.1). Theorem 1.4 may be proved by using the standard continuity method.

�
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